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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1-18 are pending in this Office Action. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-15 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant inserted a priority claim to U.S . Patent application ser. no. 10/232257 
filed on 8/30/2002 and which claims benefit of U.S. provisional patent application 
60/316782 filed 8/31/2001 ; thus, the rejection for claims 1-2 and 16-18 under 35 U.S. C. 
103(a) in view of Kitmura and Panichkul, the rejection for claims 1-3, 5 under 103(a) in 
view of Shutt and Panichkul, and the rejection for claims 1-3 and 5 under 103(a) in view 
of Shutt and Haahr, and the rejection for claim 3 as being upatentable over Kitamura in 
view of Panichkul and Shutt, are withdrawn. 

The rejection 101 for claims 1-15 is withdrawn based on the amended claims 1- 

15. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1,2, 1 6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 
there is a typo error for the term "the metadata fields"; thus, the term "the metadata 
fields" should be written as "the metadata data fields" in claim 1, line 7; claim 16, line 8; 
claim 2, line 2 . 
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4. Claim 12 is objected to because of the following informalities: claim 12 
depends on claim 11, thus, the limitation "the matter folder" in claim 12, lines 2-3 should 
be written as "the appropriate matter file" to make claim clearer. There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Acurl (US 6915299) in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkui") 
(US 6775537). 



As to claim 1, Acuri teaches the claimed limitations: 



" a processor programmed for setting up a matter file including a plurality of 

folders, each folder corresponding to a document type" as a computer programmed for 



creating a plurality of document library file system folders 68.sub.1 -68.sub.M, wherein 
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each document library file system folder 68 is a folder on the file system 36 in which 
content of a specified type may be read and saved. The document library file system 
folder 68 may include subfolders. For example, one document library file system folder 
68 may contain a certain department's written specifications, another may contain the 
department's published whitepapers, another may contain the department's schedules, 
and so forth. Subfolders may be present, e.g., the department's schedules may be 
contained in different subfolders of the same document library file system folder 68 
(fig. 1, col. 4, lines 23-40; col. 1, col. 5, lines 58-67; col. 6, lines 1-10); 

" processor programmed for automatically creating metadata data fields 
for a new document" as a computer programmed for creating properties fields for 
documents (figs. 1&3, col. 4, lines 23-40). The properties form 82 includes fields, e.g. 
the fields 83, 84, 86, each of which represents one of the properties in the property set 
for the respective document library. A properties form may be designed so that some 
property fields are mandatory (e.g., require data), while others may be optional. The 
completed fields define the properties values of the respective document (col. 6, lines 
52-65), the properties fields in form 82 are presented as metadata fields, 

"when the new document is placed in a folder, the metadata fields 
appropriate for the document type" as each document library preferably has its own set 
of properties. The properties are preferably any type of meta-information that may be 
associated with a document, e.g., meta-information such as state of a document, 
expire-time, work-flow assignment, arbitrary groupings made by disjoint collections of 
documents, and the like. The set of properties for the document library are relevant to 
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the type of documents it contains. Each document in a document library may have no 
value or a valid value for each of the properties in its containing document library's 
property set. The values for each of the properties for a particular document make up 
the document's properties values set 71 . Only one properties values set 71 is shown 
in FIG. 2, but each document preferably includes its own properties value set. As is 
described further below, to facilitate searching and categorization, it is better that 
each document in a document library have values set meaningfully. The properties 
values set 71 for a document is preferably maintained with other document metadata, 
but may be associated with the document in another manner. For example, if the 
document library contains documents related to motor specifications for a brand of 
cars, the properties for that document library may include the motor type, the author of 
the specification, the years in which the motor was sold, the displacement of the 
engine, and the like (col. 6, lines 9-34). 

The above information shows that a document is saved in a folder, the properties 
fields for the document type, 

"wherein saved queries are associable with documents and folders" as 
properties are associated with document and folders (col. 1 , lines 60-67). Properties 
are not saved queries. 

Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "a processor programmed 
for searching said master file, wherein user-formulated queries are saved to said matter 
file, wherein said saved queries are browse-able and can be re-run at a user's option by 
selecting a query and wherein saved queries". 
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Panichkul teaches searching a memory to retrieve a stored search query in the 
memory (figs. 1 &4, col. 8, lines 15-55). Storing search queries in a memory and re- 
running a saved query based on user selection (col. 8, lines 15-55). Memory is 
represented as a master file 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Panichkur's teaching of retrieving a stored search 
query from a memory, storing search queries in a memory and re-runing a saved query 
based on user selection to Acuri 's system in order to improve the overall quality of 
search result set, reduce the burden of maintaining and tracking persistent queries, and 
further increase the overall speed of the search process. 

As to claim 2, Acuri teaches the claimed limitation "a processor programmed for 
copying metadata to automatically fill in the metadata fields which correspond to 
metadata fields in a parent folder" as (col. 2, lines 40-55). 

7. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Acuri in view 
of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkul") (US 6775537) and further in view of 
Hornick (US 20020103689). 

As to claim 3, Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "a processor 
programmed for assigning a security level to the document, the security level 
corresponding to a security level of a parent folder". Hornick teaches security level 
corresponding to a security level of a folder (paragraph 0086). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Hornick's teaching of security level corresponding to a 
security level of folder to Kitamura's system in order to protect folder from modifying 
folder without permission. 

8. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Acuri 

in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkur') (US 6775537) and further in view 

of Linsey et al (or hereinafter "Linsey") ( US 7127676). 

As to claim 4, Acuri teaches the claimed limitation "a processor programmed for 
creating a new matter folder" as (fig. 1 1 ), "creating a plurality of folders within the new 
matter folder, each folder corresponding to a document type" as (fig. 1 , col. 4, lines 23- 
40; col. 1 , col. 5, lines 58-67; col. 6, lines 1-10). 

Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation " wherein creating said new 
master folder comprise receiving a matter type selection from a user". Linsey teaches 
creating a folder based on a user selection of a folder type (col. 12, lines 55-67; col. 13, 
lines 1-10). 

It would have been, obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Linsey's teaching of creating a folder based on a user 
selections of a folder type to Acuri's system in order to allow a user to choice a 
correct folder type for storing a corresponding document type correctly. 



Application/Control Number: 10/716,944 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2169 

9. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Acuri 

in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkul") (US 6775537) and further in 
view of Linsey and Huang (US 6571245). 

As to claim 5, Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation teaches 
the claimed limitation "creating said new master folder further comprises: receiving a 
list of users for the new matter folder, and adding the new matter folder to a My Matters 
folder for the list of users". Huang teaches adding folders to another folder (col. 8, lines 
55-67; col. 9, lines 
1-5). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Huang's teaching of adding folders to another folder to 
Acuri's system in order to update the information in folder quickly. 

10. Claims 6-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acuri in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkul") (US 6775537) and 
further in view of Linsey and Robertson (US 6269369). 

As to claim 6, Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "generating an 
email address for the matter folder, the email address to receive emails and filling them 
in a correspondence folder in the matter, folder". Robertson teaches creating an email 
address for a database, the email address to receive emails and file (fig. 10, col. 8, lines 
10-30). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Robertson's teaching of creating an email address for 
a database, the email address to receives emails and file to of Acuri's system to 
allow a user to communicate with other by using the email. 

As to claim 7, Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "a 
display address closely related to a matter folder name; and an actual address 
corresponding to the display address, the actual address being a unique string". 
Robertson teaches displaying an email address as a unique string (col. 8, lines 
57-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Robertson's teaching of displaying an email address 
as a unique string to Acuri's system in order to prevent unauthorized user to 
access a user's address book without permission. 

1 1 . Claims 8 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acuri in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkur') (US 6775537) and further in 
view of Barnett (US 6369840). 

As to claim 8, Acuri does not explicitly teach " a processor programmed for 
enabling a user to subscribe a matter file, the subscription putting a copy of a matter file 
in the user's My Matters list". 
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Barnett teaches the user can select individual event categories and/or 
subdivisions for display in Favorite Events pages 313-315. Selecting an event category 
in this manner is referred to as "subscribing" to the event category. Favorite Events 
pages 313-315 display selected events in either a Day View 313, a Week View 314, or 
a Month View 315. Pages 313-315 allow a user to select Individual events from the 
selected categories, to be added to the personal calendar. The user can also access an 
Edit Favorites page 316 which allows him or her to add or remove categories and/or 
subdivisions from display in favorite Events pages 313-315 (col. 8, lines 30-40). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Barnett's teaching to Acuri 's system in order to 
update a user profile or file. 

As to claim 10, Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitations "wherein 
said user is enabled to subscribe to another user's subscription list and wherein the 
user may be granted rights to modify another user's subscription list". 

Barnett teaches a user can set up a group calendar, specifying the members 
in the group, where every group member can access the calendar and make changes 
to it. Different levels of access can be specified for different member members of the 
group (col. 2, lines 61-64). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the ad at the time 
the invention was made to apply Barnett's teaching of a user can set up a group 
calendar, specifying the members in the group, where every group member can 
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access the calendar and make changes to it. Different levels of access can be 
specified for different member members of the group to Acuri 's system in order to 
allow a user to share selected calendar information with other users of a group in a 
security level access. 

12. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Acuri 

in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkul") (US 6775537) and further in view 
of Barnett and further in view of Robertson (US 6269369). 

As to claim 9, Acuri teaches the claimed limitation wherein the subscription 
includes the matter file and documents and other folders" as (col. 8, lines 35-55). 

Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "wherein said user is 
enabled to subscribe to a matter file at a second level". Robertson teaches modify 
record and put the modified record in a user record (col. 3, lines 10-20). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Roberson's teaching to Acuri 's system in order to 
share information of a user to another user. 

13. Claims 1 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Acuri in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkur') (US 6775537) and 
further in view of Rothkop (Us 2002/0049727). 
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As to claim 1 1 , Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation "a processor 
programmed for filling emails in an appropriate matter file". Rothkop teaches field 740 
provides the option of sending a copy of the email to another party. In field 745, the 
user types in a question or comment for the expert. The user sends the email by 
clicking on a button 750 (fig. 7, paragraph [0097]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Rothkop's teaching to Acuri 's system in order to 
exchange messages among users via Internet. 

As to claim 12, Acuri teaches the claimed limitation "a processor programmed for 
prompting a user to send a copy of an email to the matter folder". Rothkop teaches field 
740 provides the option of sending a copy of the email to another party. In field 745, the 
user types in a question or comment for the expert. The user sends the email by 
clicking on a button 750 (fig. 7, paragraph [0097]). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Rothkop's teaching to Acuri 's system in order to 
exchange messages among users via Internet. 

14. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kitamura in view of Panichkul et ar(or hereinafter "Panichkul")(US 6775537) and 
further in view of Mccotter (US 6401097). 

As to claim 13, Acuri does not explicity teach the claimed limitation " a processor 
programmed for arranging the matter file into a taxonomy based on the metadata of the 
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matter file". Mccotter teaclies arrange the matter file into a taxonomy based on the 
metadata of the matter file (fig. 3). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Mccotter's teaching of arrange the matter file into a 
taxonomy based on the metadata of the matter file to Acuri 's system in order to 
search documents in files of a folder quickly. 

15. Claims 14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Acuri in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter "Panichkul") (US 6775537) and 
further in view of Lakis (US 5864865). 

As to claim 14, Acuri teaches the claimed limitation subject matter in claim 1, 
except teaches the claimed limitation "a processor programmed for arranging the matter 
file into anontology based on attributes of the matter file". Lakis teaches a hierarchical 
parent/child relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent 
object to a child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The 
parent object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the 
parent object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
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object to Acuri 's system in order to displaying sliowing tlie parent/cliild liierarchy of tlie 
objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 

As to claim 15, Acuri teaches the claimed limitation subject matter in claim 1, 
except teaches the claimed limitation "a processor programmed for propagating the 
metadata of each of a plurality of objects into a master folder in a hierarchical manner to 
simplify moving the objects into the master folder". Lakis teaches a hierarchical 
parent/child relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent 
object to a child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The 
parent object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the 
parent object (col. 4, lines 17-20; col. 10, lines 35-50). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Lakis's teaching of a hierarchical parent/child 
relationship with respect to each other, each object being either a parent object to a 
child object, a child object being either a parent object to a child object. The parent 
object has attributes; thus a child object inherits attributes information of the parent 
object to Acuri 's system in order to displaying showing the parent/child hierarchy 
of the objects, enabling an individual to quickly grasp the relationship any object in a 
hierarchy with respect to any other object in the hierarchy. 
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16. Claims 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
in view of over Acuri (US 6915299) in view of Panichkul et al (or hereinafter 
"Panichkul") (US 6775537) and Hornick (US 20020103689). 

As to claim 16, Acuri teaches the claimed limitations: 

"a matter file including a plurality of folders, each folder corresponding to a 
document type" as a computer programmed for creating a plurality of document library 
file system folders 68.sub.1 -68.sub.M, wherein each document library file system folder 
68 is a folder on the file system 36 in which content of a specified type may be read and 
saved. The document library file system folder 68 may include subfolders. For 
example, one document library file system folder 68 may contain a certain department's 
written specifications, another may contain the department's published whitepapers, 
another may contain the department's schedules, and so forth. Subfolders may be 
present, e.g., the department's schedules may be contained in different subfolders of 
the same document library file system folder 68 (fig. 1, col. 4, lines 23-40; col. 1, col. 5, 
lines 58-67; col. 6, lines 1-10); 

" the matter file including the plurality of folders" as a computer programmed for 
creating a plurality of document library file system folders 68.sub.1 -68.sub.M, wherein 
each document library file system folder 68 is a folder on the file system 36 in which 
content of a specified type may be read and saved. The document library file system 
folder 68 may include subfolders. For example, one document library file system folder 
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68 may contain a certain department's written specifications, another may contain the 
department's published whitepapers, another may contain the department's schedules, 
and so forth. Subfolders may be present, e.g., the department's schedules may be 
contained in different subfolders of the same document library file system folder 68 (fig. 
1, col. 4, lines 23-40; col. 1, col. 5, lines 58-67; col. 6, lines 1-10); 

"automatically creating metadata data fields for a new document filed in one of 
the plurality of folders in the matter file, the metadata fields appropriate for the 
document type" as a computer programmed for creating properties fields for documents 
(figs. 1&3, col. 4, lines 23-40). The properties form 82 includes fields, e.g. the fields 83, 
84, 86, each of which represents one of the properties in the property set for the 
respective document library. A properties form may be designed so that some property 
fields are mandatory (e.g., require data), while others may be optional. The completed 
fields define the properties values of the respective document (col. 6, lines 52-65), the 
properties fields in form 82 are presented as metadata fields; 

"wherein saved queries are associate-able with documents and folders" as 
properties are associated with document and folders (col. 1 , lines 60-67). Properties 

are not saved queries. 

Acuri does not explicitly teach the claimed limitation " setting up a matter file in 
response to a user request; having a plurality of templates, each template designed to 
set up; saving user-formulated search queries to said matter file, wherein said saved 
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queries are browse-able and can be re-run at a user's option by selecting a query and 
wherein saved queries". 

Panichkul teaches "saving user-formulated search queries to said matter file, 
wherein said saved queries are browse-able and can be re-run at a user's option by 
selecting a query and wherein saved queries" as storing search queries in a memory 
and re-runing a saved query based on user selection (col. 8, lines 15-55). 

Hornick teaches "setting up a matter file in response to a user request; having a 
plurality of templates, each template designed to set up" as library templates, each 
template designed to set up a file or folder (paragraphs [0106-0107], figs. 9-10). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Hornick's teaching library templates, each template 
designed to set up a file and Panichkul teaching of storing search queries in a memory 
and re-runing a saved query based on user selection to Acuri's system in order to a 
user to create folder structures for association with a deal, a schedule of at least one 
meeting relating to a deal, and minutes from each meeting in order so that a user can 
search/retrieve information in folders easily and quickly and to improve the overall 
quality of search result set, reduce the burden of maintaining and tracking persistent 
queries, and further increase the overall speed of the search process (col. 4, lines 1- 

30). 
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As to claim 17, Acuri , Panichkul and Hornick disclose the claimed limitation 
subject matter in claim 16, Hornick further teaches the claimed limitations "the 
document inheriting metadata information from the one of the plurality of folders into 
which the document is filed" as files contain documents that are inherited metadata from 
a folder (paragraphs 0108, 0152). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Hornick's teaching of files contain documents that are 
inherited metadata from a folder to Acuri's system in order to include a 

robust security structure allowing companies and users on specific deals to be 
isolated from other deals, thereby protecting company confidential information 
(paragraph 0006). 

As to claim 18, Acuri , Panichkul and Hornick disclose the claimed limitation 
subject matter in claim 16, Hornick further teaches the claimed limitations teaches the 
claimed limitations "wherein the inherited metadata is inferred" as files contain 
documents that are inherited metadata from a folder (paragraphs 0108, 0152). 

It would have been obvious to a person of an ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made to apply Hornick's teaching of files contain documents that are 
inherited metadata from a folder to Acuri's system in order to include a robust security 
structure allowing companies and users on specific deals to be isolated from other 
deals, thereby protecting company confidential information (paragraph 0006). 
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Conclusion 

1 7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Bendik (US 20060195778) teaches granting access to a folder (fig. 2). 
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Contact information 

18. Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Cam Y T. Truong whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4042. The examiner can normally be reached on IVIonday to Firday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Tony IVIahmoudi can be reached on (571) 272-4078. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Cam Y Truong/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2169 



